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ON THE ATTEMPT TO DEPRIVE 
UNITARIANS OF THE NAME OF 
CHRISTIANS. 


( Concluded. ) 

The injustice of this attempt, it was our 
next purpose to demonstrate. If we have suc- 
ceeded in showing it to be unscriptural, it is 
of course, in that point of view, unjust. But 
we have a variety of other considerations in 
hand, which we trust will assist in convincing 
our opponents still more strongly of the in- 
justice of which we complain. 

We would, in the first place, call their at- 
tention to the different acceptations under 
which the word Christian is received in the 
world. Sometimes it is used for the sole pur- 
pose of large geographical distinctions, com- 
prehending, without excepting individual ca- 
ses of atheists, deists, and other unbelievers, 
all the inhabitants of a given division of the 
globe. Thus Europe is a region, in this sense 
usually denominated Christian, in contradis- 
tinction to Pagan and Mahometan countries. 
Now, though there is nothing religious or spi- 
ritual in this acceptation of the word, yet it 
is expressive of a vast number of privileges 
and blessings and excellencies which peculi- 
arly belong to those portions of the world cal- 
led Christian. The very mention of the name 
Christian suggests to the mind a degree of civi- 
lization, refinement, illumination, progress in 
moral and political science, skill in the arts, 
cultivation in literature, attainments in the 
exact sciences, and possession of many kinds 
of virtue, all of which are as much the inali- 
enable birthright of Unitarians, as of the most 
determined champions of orthodoxy. And 
herein consists a part of the injustice and fal- 
lacy which we are now dragging to light; which 
is, that certain Trinitarians, in revolving for 
a time in their minds a few speculative doc- 
trines, come at length to attach so exclusive 
an importance to those doctrines, as to make 
them the test by which a man shall be called 
Christian; and Unitarians finding it impossi- 
ble in their hearts and souls to stand such a 
test, are consequently witha great deal of for- 
mality, solemnity, and earnestness denied all 
right to a participation in the Christian name. 











And what is the consequence? Why, three 
quarters of those who are influenced by the 
argument, will not have the leisure or reflec- 
tion to discriminate between the two signiti- 
cations of which the word Christian is suscep- 
tible. From the irresistible influence of asso- 
ciation of ideas, they immediately class Unita- 
rians in their imaginations with all that is odi- 
ous orabominable in Mahometanism, Judaism, 
Paganism; exclude them from all share in 
that moral splendour, that civil exaltation, that 
intellectual glory, which distinguish Christian 
nations amidst the inhabitants of the world : 
regard them as incapable even of those virtues 
of nature, which from their softness, and ex- 
cellence, and conformity to the spirit of the 
gospel, have appropriately received the ap- 
pellation of Christian, and learn to look upon 
them, countrymen, friends, neighbours and 
acquaintances as they are, as something in 
the light of a distinct and meaner cast of peo- 
ple. Now it would lessen not the injustice 
of the thing, though our revilers should dis- 
claim the intention of rushing to such lengths 
of abuse as are involved in the above-mention- 
ed consequences. Because, when they deny 
us to be Christians, they make no limitation— 
no specification—no distinction—no modifi- 
cation. If they would only introduce some 
qualifying epithet, or phrase, into their asser- 
tion, such as, “ we can’t allow Unitarians to 
be orthodox Christians,” or “ Christians ina 
Calvinistic sense of the word,” and the like, 
we should not have so much cause to complain, 
but would let our orthodox and theoloyical 
reputations go for what they were worth, ii we 
could not defend them upon separate grounds. 
But as long as there is current in the world 
a wider and more comprehensive sense tu ‘he 
word Christian, we do cordially protest against 
this modern device of entrapping unretiecting 
people into a sudden and illegitimate abhor- 
rence of a class of men, by wresting from them 
a name which in its general eccepiation they 
have never, never forfeited, though they may 
not be entitled to the narrower and more see- 
tarian application of it, which is drawn from 
the writings of Calvin. 
We already anticipate a kind of an answer t: 

the foregoing statement. It way be said, “by 
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denying you outright the name of Christians, 
we no more exclude you from the privile- 
ces and associations attached to its general and 
civil sense, than has been done in the case of 
professed sceptics, deists, infidels, and athe- 
ists.residing in Christian countries.” Tothis we 
reply. Whenever the odium stirred up against 
deits and infidels residing in Christian coun- 
tries, is sufficiently strong to place them in the 
licht of outlaws from the civil, moral, and in- 
tellectual blessings that surround them, and to 
which they themselves perhaps contribute, we 
earnestly contend that in this case there is a 
manifest injustice inflicted even on deists and 
infidels. "Therefore, it isa poor excuse to say 
to Unitarians, you have no right to complain 
of injustice, since the very same thing has been 
long perpetrated against sceptics and deists, 
This would rather aggravate than diminish 
our cause of complaint. 

But though the foregoing argument is per- 
feetly strong and legitimate, we will not insist 
on it any further. We do not need it, and 
that for a very good reason ;—there is no sort 
of parallel between the two cases which our 
opponents would bring forward. For deists 
and atheists have themselves voluntarily re- 
nounced the name of Christian in its theolo- 
gical acceptation, which Unitarians never have 
done, and never will do. If the former are 
willing to encounter the various collateral dis- 


advantages resulting from an abandonment of 


the Christian name, that diminishes not the 
injustice committed against us, until it can be 
shown, that we cherish the very same princi- 
ples with deists and infidels, and assume the 
name of Christian, for the purpose of enjoy- 
ing a reputation and credit to which we are not 
in reality entitled. And this involves us in 
two inquiries, the issue of which will not on- 
ly conlirm the subordinate point we have been 
endeavouring to establish, but will also settle 
the whole question before us. 

First. then, do Unitarians indeed cherish the 
same principles with infidels and deists? ‘To 
this question, we solemnly answer, no more than 
light is the same with darkness. Buta solemn 


asseveration not being enough, we entreat of 


those, who are able and willing to let preju- 
dice give way to the force of facts, to examine 
for one moment the following stetements. ‘The 
Deist regards the general story of the New 
‘Testament as the invention of tmpostors, or 
the vision of enthusiasts. “The Unitarian 
receives itas the faithful record of honest eye- 
witnesses, and the sober concurrent declara- 
tion of several good men in their right senses. 


The Deist, being compelled by the weight of 


historical evidence to allow the existence of 
such a person as Jesus Christ, accounts for 
his alleged miracles, and all the supernatural 
attributes of his character and events of his 








life by natural causes,* or by the delusion o1 
the dishone sty of his biographers. The Uni- 
tarian believes in the truth of the miracles and 
in the preternatural union of Jesus with the 
Deity with as much confidence as in any fact 

history. ‘The Deist denies, the Unitarian 
acknowledges a revelation. But it is of no 
use farther to multiply these points of contrast. 
‘The two or three already alleged are sufficient 
to demonstrate that the two classes of men 
in question are in their tenets perfect antipodes 
to each other, and that therefore when Unita- 
rians are put off with the assurance that the 
same quarters are granted to them which are 
granted to infidels and deists, they ought to 
remonstrate against the wicked injustice as 
well as added énsult, of the classification, and 
shew the falsity of the grounds on which it is 
made.— 

dut further, not only is there a mountainous 
incompatibility between the principles of De- 
ists and-{nitarians: we throw ourselves on the 
candour of every considerate man, to decide 
also whether Unitarians possess not positive 
qualifications sufficient to entitle them to the 
Christian name. We will omit, as before, the 
evidence from Scripture, (though many, we 
hope, have already regarded that as decisive, ) 
and will place the subject on more voneral 
grounds. That Unitarians do eather some 
kind of system of religion and morals from 
the instructions of Chirist and the writings o 
his apostles, we presume not even our oppo- 
nents willdeny. ‘That we profess or attempt 
to deduce our religion and morality from no 
other quarter, we hold to be equally manifest ; 
the oniy real question between us and Trini- 
tarians bei ‘ing, Whether we interpret the Chris- 
tian Scriptures aright. Whatever are our 
views of the person and nature of Chirist, yet, 
that we acknowledge his spiritual authority, 
that we regard him as a heaven commissioned 
instructer, that we consider his commands su- 
premely binding, that we recommend unceas- 
ingly the cultivation of bis spirit, that we al- 
low him to be © the Acad of all things to the 
church,” that we look upon him as our Mas- 
fer in a religious point of view, all this is too 
notorious to require proof, But are not these 
positive relations in which we stand to Christ 
sufficieat to entitle us to the appellation of 
Christians,according to the common use of de- 
rivative words? Unitarians place Christat an 
incomparably higher exaltation than Mahome- 
tans place Mahomet. And yet no one pretends 
to say that Mahometans do not deserve their 
name onaccount of their not absolutely deifying 
their master. Even Miss [iannah Adams, 








* Sce Rousseau’s Lettresecrites de la Montague, 
a book, which like the other writings of that 
splendid wretch, abounds with the most insidi- 
ous sophistrics mingled with some profound truths 
and accurate reasonings. 
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before she became, what she has been for se- 
veral years, a most decided Unitarian, and 
while she was a strict Calvinist, would not 
permit sectarian zeal to transport her so far as 
to thrust Unitarians out of the pale of Chris- 
tianity in her celebrated Dictionary of Reli- 
gion. Nor has any historian of religious sects 
that we know of acted differently. It really 
looks like the last argument, new or old, in 
the treasure of Trinitarians, and as if every 
thing else they could advance had been an- 
swered or exhausted, to come down in this 
manner to the spiteful play of calling and re- 
fusing names. 

We trust we shall not be misunderstood in 
adducing one consideration more in proof of 
the particular injustice now under aninadver- 
sion. Without arrogating to our own denomi- 
ination a disproportionate share of piety, ope- 
rative faith, and the Christian graces, we would 
venture humbly to ask, whether a considera- 
ble number of eminent individuals, who have 
embraced our mode of belief, and have con- 
lessedly been the ornaments of the Christian 
church,as well as of human nature, can with 
any fairness be denied an appellation to which 
they attached more value than to any other 
blessmg on earth. Newton lived, and Watts 
died,a Unitarian. Shall a few zealots at this 
period dare to reverse the decision of the whole 
Christian world, which has for more than an 
age reckoned those two men among the most 
favored disciples of Jesus? Lardner devoted 
the whole of a humble and innocent life to ex- 
emplifying the spirit of the gospel in private, 
and publishing works in defence of its credibil- 
ity, of which every Christian denomination is 
glad to avail itself to repel the attacks of deists 
and unbelievers ; yet he was a Unitarian. The 
venerable Anna Letitia Barbauld, who is now 
inher 81st year,—whose beautiful hymns have 
been lisped for half a century by the child of 
nearly every pious parent who speaks the Eng- 
lish tongue,— Mrs. Barbauld,trusting with rip- 
ened expectations and firm hope in the Redeem- 
ertoresign her spirit into the hands of him who 
gave it—happens to belong to the obnoxious 
fold of Unitarians ; though even the publish- 
er of a religious paper, which has countenan- 
ced in its review of Dr. Miller’s Letters the 
lonial of the name of Christiansto Unitarians, 
has tound something in the following imost ex- 
quisite and touching verses worthy of being 
presented to his readers : 

A THOUGHT ON DEATII. 
BY MRS BARBAULD 
Written in her ninetueth year.® 
When life as opening buds is sweet, 
And golden hopes the spirit greet, 
And youth prepares his joys to meet, 
Alas! how hard it is to dic ! 





* We think this statement of her age must be 
incorrect. Unless we are very much deceived, 
we would say it should! be cighueth. Yet we have 
mo cract knowledge of the fact. 
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When searce is seiz’d some borrowed prize, 
And duties press, and tender tics 
Forbid the soul from earth to rise, 

How awful then it is to die! 
When one by one those ties are torn 
And friend from friend is snatch’d forlorn, 
And man is left alone to mourn, 

Ah! then how easy, “tis to dic. 
When trembling limbs refuse their weight, 
And films slow gathering dim the sight, 
And clouds obscure the mental light, 

Tis nature's precious boon to die! 
When faith is strong, and conscience clear, 
And words of peace the spirit cheer, 
And vision’d glories half appear, 

’Tis joy, tis triumph then to die ' 

The revered author of these lines not a 
Christian ! Ah well, words and fashions vary 
in these modern days. In our own country, 
to say nothing of thousands besides, we sup- 
pose that the names of Mayhew, and Buck - 
minster, and Forster, must be torn from the 
catalogue of Christians, and nailed up, on 
the black board of—this pen recoils in wri- 
ting deists and infidels, 

It still remains to show, as was originally 
designed, the inexpediency aud imprudence ot 
this proceeding on the part of some 'Trinita- 
rians.— 

And first, we complain of it as unnecessa- 
rily widening the breaches which already ex- 
ist among Christians. A_ spirit of concili- 
ation and tenderness exerted by the orthodox 
would be infinitely more likely to attract Uni- 
tarians back to the path of truth, if they are 
indeed in an error, than this ulterior measure 
of defiance, exclusion and denunciation. — It 
may lacerate the feelings of a few timorous 
and tender hearted persons, it may induce 
others to be silent in spite of their convictions, 
and it may for a very short time, and in a ve- 
ry small degree, obstruct the progress of the 
otfending doctrines. Yet onthe other hand, 
zealous, but well meaning ‘Trinitarians can 
have no possible idea of the astonishing con- 
trary effect produced among Unitarians by 
these violent and proscriptive measures. We 
can conceive of no greater injury that can be 
inflicted on a heart of the Jeast sensibility than 
to robit of the name of Christian. And will 
men sit down quietly and tamely under the 
reception of injury ? It is not in human na- 
ture to doit. We venture to declare, that 
since the memorable Reformation conducted 
by Luther, there is no instauice recorded in 
ecclesiastical annals of a progress so rapid and 
extensive inthe dissemination of religious opin- 
ions as has taken place with respect to Unita- 
rianism in America during the last ten years. 
And whom have we tothank for it?) Why none 
on earth but those, who perceiving the mere 
existence, or at most the slow and silent march 
of free inquiry stealing gradually along, saw 
fit to rouse its latent energies by interposing 
mounds of inisrepresentation, or calling forth 
its mighty resistance by proscripuve denunei- 
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lu THE UNITARIAN 
ation. The re-action was inevitable, was 
irresistible. Unitarianism raised its sleeping 


head, shook from its brow the ineffectual ar- 
rows that were hurled from every quarter 
against it, and strode forth to unexpected, un- 
sought for, and unexampled victory. God 
knows that these representations of the fact 
are not put forth in the spirit of boasting, but 
rather in that of humiliation. We are asham- 
ed of human nature, that evil is so often ne- 
cessary to the production of good. We lament 
that the glory and the triumph of our cause 
have been laid on a foundation so disparaging 
to the spirit of the age, and so degrading to 
the character of our opponents. But so it is. 
Men of thinking minds, of independent souls, 
of pure consciences, were not to be intimida- 
ted by mere clamour. ‘This is not the coun- 
try where a brief unpopularity is to obstruct 
the progress of any branch of free inquiry .We 
are too much accustomed to the storms and 
fluctuations of party in political life, not to 
know that religious agitation will speedily sub- 
side unless backed and perpetuated by civil 
power. Accordingly, Unitarians have had 
only to be firm, and thousands have rushed 
to their standard. Our exertions as a sect 
have been almost entirely negative, or per- 
haps re-active. We have only had to explain 
—to answer charges—to throw light on Scrip- 
ture passages—to call ‘Trinitarian creeds to 
the test—to wield the immured artillery of 
defence—and behold, how unexpected to 
both sides has been the effect! Calumny has 
coaded the suppo.ters of the Unitarian cause 
into a partial concentration and systematiza- 
tion of effort. Pulpit denunciations have only 
driven jaquisitive hearers into the obnoxious 
places of worship,and those who came to chide, 
remained to pray. Numbers are every day 
heard declaring, as soon as they lend their at- 
tention to the subject, “ We have been Uni- 
tarians without knowing it, ever since we have 
thought.” A name of a little unusual coin- 
age, has not altered the thing which it expres- 
ses. ‘The name Unitarian was adopted to ex- 
press what were conceived to be clear and 
consistent notions respecting the Deity, and 
notions too, to which both parties cordially as- 
sent. But, because it was comparatively a 
new name, though representing an old and 
scriptural idea, it has been erected into a bug- 
bear. The evil, as we have just shown, like 
the military elephants of old, has fallen upon 
those who employed it as a means of intimi- 
dation. Had more caution, more prudence, 
more forbearance, more insight into the inevi- 
table tendencies of human nature, more re- 
spect for the independence of mind, been ex- 
ercised, long would it. have been ere a new 
distinction Was set up in the Ameriean chureh- 
es and a new seam inserted into the varnent 
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of Christ. And let not this statement be an- 
swered by the reproachful boast, ““ We have 
at least driven an enemy from our borders. 
We have gotten rid of so many half Christ- 
ians, imperfect Christians, and false Christ- 
ians.”? Ah, boast not too much of that. These 
half Christians were at least, worth the at- 
tempt to save. But you have driven them be- 
yond your reach. Many of them would have 
gladly co-operated with you, in your fa- 
vorite and laudable schemes for the extension 
of Christianity. and projects of religious 
benevolence. But you have refused even 
their subscriptions to a Bible Society.* Be- 
sides, can you calculate on the perfect sound- 
ness of all who yet remain to you? Depend 
upon it, you hang together by an imaginary 
thread. The elements of discord are even 
now fermenting among you. Explain your- 
selves to each other, and that moment you 
break up into new divisions. Professor Stew- 
art ventured on that task. Immediately the 


jealousy of orthodoxy was roused, and fault 


was found with his explanations among your- 
selves. Princeton scowls doubt and suspi- 
cion on Andover, and Presbyterianism glares 
awful surmises against Congregationalism. 
Calvin, Arminius and Hopkins are on the 
point of mutual excommunication ; Arius and 
Athanasius draw sullenly an unequ.' yoke; 
and whenever Unitarianism shall cease, either 
by its insignificance, or its overwhelming suc- 
cess, to be a rallying point of your monstrous 
alliance and co-operation, you must either 
crush the spirit which has banished us from 


your pale, or fall into an irretrievable mass of 


chaotic atoms, 

In the mean time, what if Unitarians were 
to take you at your word? What if, goaded 
on to despair, we should renounce in reality 
the very name of Christian, which you have 
tried to compliment away from us? When 
our churches should be all abandoned, when 
our sabbaths should be desecrated, when our 
whole lives should be spent in denying Christ 
and pouring reproaches on his name, and, in- 
stead of defending his gospel, as we now do 
by all the instruments which God, and reason, 
and education have put into our hands, when 


we should join with the now lurking spirit of 


infidelity, and make a mock at religion and 
holiness, you might then stand aghast at the 
consequences of your intolerance, and not 
need the feeble representations of a hum/le 
Unitarian Defendant to convince you of the 
unscriptural, unjust and imprudent nature of 
your mode of controversy. 








* As was the case in Baltimore. 
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